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MINUTES OF CHRISTLETON PARISH COUNCIL TRAFFIC MEEING 

Held on MONDAY 16th December 2019 at 7.30 pm 

At Christleton Methodist Church Hall 

 

SIGNED 

Present Cllrs Luke Henley (Chairman), Susan Robson, Simon Kent, Damian Murphy, Elizabeth Inall, 

John Beckitt, John Eccles, Mike McGarva, Janet Brown & Kate Sinclair 

 

In Attendance: CWAC Cllr Stuart Parker, 5 members of the public & Sue Thwaite (Clerk) 

 

Apologies: There were no apologies for this meeting. 

 

1. Cllr Henley welcomed the members of the public to the meeting and explained that there 

was no public forum as this meeting was specifically to discuss and consider options put 

forward in the TWG Status Report and Review.  Whilst they were very welcome to observe 

the proceedings there would be no public participation at this meeting. 

 

TRAFFIC & ROAD SAFETY 

Update on any items since report was presented 

2. Cllr Kent reported the following 

 

i. Toast Rack Extension – No costs were available to date for this proposal. 

 

ii. New Toast Rack at Primary School - No costs were available to date for this proposal 

 

iii. Hatching at the Village Road/Triangle junction to prevent cars parking - currently being 

designed and will be actioned (at no cost) in due course. 

 

iv. Rowton Bridge Road Footpath – Following discussions with CWAC Road Safety who 

confirmed that this proposal is unworkable due to length of footway required and 

insufficient visibility for oncoming vehicles.  Only achievable by converting the section to 

‘one-way’ which may prove undesirable to nearby residents on Sandrock Road. 

 

v. White marked out parking bays for S Bends – Following guidance from Highway Code Rule 

243 advises DO NOT stop or park on a bend (not MUST NOT) –CWAC state it is difficult to 

formalise parking arrangements through S bends it is not something the authority would 

promote. 

 

vi. Plough Lane parking spaces - There is sufficient forward visibility but would have to 

investigate on site to confirm positions.  Unless there is a proven reason why their 

implementation could improve the situation, it is not something CWAC would promote. 

  

Questions arising from report 

3. A number of questions were raised by Cllr Eccles  

4. A concern was brought that the TWG report stated the need to “identify suitable, safe 

locations where they (displaced cars) can park” and only then “if insufficient car parking is 

available” move to creating new car parking.  Cllr Eccles said this precondition conflicted with 

previous assurances from TWG via its Chair that we won’t be displacing cars until we have 
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put the parking in place.  The concern was that cars displaced before a car park was created 

would park down Birch Heath Lane & Pepper Street, which could create difficulties for buses 

and larger vehicles on these roads.  Mention of possible parking restrictions on Birch Heath 

Lane, and the views of residents there, impinged on this assurance of no displacement ahead 

of new car parking creation. 

5. Cllr Kent stated that the purpose of the statement in report was to highlight that a limited 

amount of alternative parking places do exist, such as Woodfields, and that some limited 

displacement of cars could be facilitated before a car park was necessary.  This is shown by 

the PCSO notices not causing an issue. 

6. It would, therefore, be foolish to prevent all positive measures such as this and lengthening 

selected ‘H’ bar areas prior to creating a large car park which will take several years.  This is 

caveated on the spaces being in safe locations. 

7. An option would be to create a new car park (new Toast Rack at Primary School) which would 

be a suitable site for up to 30 bays, and to extend the current Toast Rack on Village Road by 3 

or 4 bays, which could house the displaced vehicles from S bends etc.  The cost of these 

proposals is still awaited. 

8. PCSO advisory notes handed out to motorists parking illegally has a beneficial impact on the 

problem and no additional problem parking has been reported as a result. 

9. Cars were not observed parking on the top corner of the S bend when observations took 

place.  Cllr Eccles stated that it was not necessary to move more than one car from this 

location to improve the sight line, but this was not agreed. 

Discussion on recommendations in the report 

10. H-Bar driveways - (1.1 )  The creating of four H-bars on driveways, plus the maximum 

permitted 1m each side would formalise passing places in certain locations along Village 

Road, these have the same effect as double yellow lines.  The cost of each H-bar is £90 

making a total outlay of £360 for this recommendation.  This is a very low-cost solution to 

formalise passing places that don’t result in loss of car parking spaces and long enough to 

provide passing places for 2/3 cars and vans but not for larger vehicles, which surveys have 

shown are responsible for the majority of grid locks.  Cllr Kent pointed out that extending 

these passing places will require the replacement of the H-bars with double yellow lines, as 

this is the only option available to CWAC. 

   Birch Heath Lane Priority Flow Build-Out - (1.2) 

11. This is similar to the one on Pepper Street, (which was only created to house the 20mph road 

sign as there was no other suitable location for the signpost).  The Department of Transport 

guidelines suggest that the installation of such a build out could reduce discretionary traffic 

flows by 7 to 15%.  The cost to install the build out would be approximately £5000. 

Plough Lane Priority Flow Build-Out - (1.3) 

12. The same criteria as for Birch Heath Lane and the costs would be approximately £5000 

Little Heath Road Gateway and dragon’s teeth - (1.4) 

13. Little Heath road is not suitable for a build out due to the bend in the road after The Pit.  The 

alternative is to deploy a ‘gateway’ and ‘dragon’s teeth’ on the approach to the 20mph limit. 

The cost of the gateway would be approximately £4000, and the ‘teeth’ are painted on the 

road at no cost to the Council. 

14. Again, this is a relatively low cost and effective way to raise awareness of the 20mph limit 

and slow down traffic. 

Vehicle Activated Sign on Rowton Bridge Road – (1.5) 

15. The recommendation to install a permanent Vehicle Activated Sign on Rowton Bridge Road 

was discussed – this is a simple 20 mph sign, rather than a SID type option which provides the 



 

Christleton Parish Council Minutes   Page 3 of 3 

drivers speed with a ‘slow down’ message.  The SID type would have to be relocated every 3 

months by a contractor and has to be solar powered.  This may be useful on other roads but 

may prove to be cost prohibitive, therefore, it was recommended to purchase a standard 

static version at a cost of £2500. 

16. All the above recommendations were discussed and it was: 

Resolved: To approve Options 1.1, 1.4 & 1.5 and for Options 1.2 &1.3 the TWG in conjunction 

with the Clerk to obtain quotations and to proceed up to a maximum cost of £5000 per 

option. 

The resolution was carried by 9 votes for and 1 abstention. 

Discussion of future direction: 

Areas not yet reviewed by TWG 

17. There were a number of areas not yet reviewed or completed by the TWG, which included 

congestions at peak times at primary school/Quarry Lane, High School drop off and pick up 

congestions (although Park & Stride scheme due to start in February 2020 will monitor this 

matter).  Village triangle congestion, Rowton Bridge/A41 junction, Pepper Street, Little Heath 

Road pedestrian access and safety, cyclist safety, Village Road bus stop/time limited parking 

and A41 Hamburger roundabout and Toll Bar Road. 

18. The TWG will look at the list and prioritise a plan to bring to the Parish Council with a way 

forward with these outstanding areas. 

Degree of acceptable changes/funding/timescales 

19. Whilst Air Quality was not a discussion item it was acknowledge following input from Cllr 

Beckitt that it was extremely important that the findings of the Air Quality Monitoring Group 

report, to be circulated and discussed at the Parish Council meeting in January, would play a 

pivotal part in the overall future of the village centre and that consideration to be given to 

employ the services of a Civic Architect to hold a ‘workshop’ that looks at broader ideas and 

aspirations of re-engineering ways of improving villages and town centres. 

20. This would be a long-term project and there is funding available should it be agreed that it 

would be the way forward. 

21. A decision on whether to employ such services would be further considered with the 

submission of a report at the January meeting of the Parish Council, it was stressed that a 

guide to the likely implementation costs would need to be provided 

Traffic Working Group 

22. The future of the Traffic Working Group was discussed, and it was agreed that it should 

continue, but the overall make-up and structure of the group together with the terms of 

reference, which might need to be amended going forward, would be discussed at the next 

meeting of the Group and brought back to the Parish Council meeting in February 2020 for 

their consideration and approval. 

 

Meeting closed at (8.50) pm. 

 


